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State and local officials as well as community
leaders and should include recommendations
on fostering effective partnerships between
education and health agencies. These rec-
ommended activities should be complemen-
tary, aggressive, and consistent with my Ad-
ministration’s overall initiative to cover unin-
sured children.

William J. Clinton

Statement on World Population
Growth
October 12, 1999

Today we mark the day that the world’s
population reportedly reaches 6 billion. It
took just 12 years—from 1987 to today—for
the world’s population to expand from 5 to
6 billion people. We should be thankful that
people today live longer and healthier lives
than ever before. But over the next few years,
this rapid growth and its effect on our envi-
ronment and quality of life will pose difficult
challenges for all of us.

In 1994 the United States helped forge a
consensus at the International Conference
on Population and Development in Cairo,
Egypt, on a comprehensive approach to sta-
bilizing world population growth. We agreed
to work with other nations to help prevent
the spread of HIV/AIDS, to improve the sta-
tus of women, to enhance educational oppor-
tunities for children, and to support voluntary
family planning and related health care.

My administration has made important
strides in meeting these objectives. At home,
we have increased funding for family plan-
ning and reproductive health services, which
have helped reduce teen pregnancies and
abortions. Overseas, we have invested more
than $5.5 billion in over 100 countries on
health and population initiatives and on
women’s empowerment.

We have also worked to protect our envi-
ronment and ensure that it can sustain the
development needs of a growing population.
We are learning that technology can help de-
veloping countries grow while bypassing
some of the environmental costs of the indus-
trial age. We must promote that technology
so that we can address both climate change

and the challenge of providing clean energy
for all the world’s citizens.

Finally, we have recognized that the best
way to stabilize population growth is to fight
poverty and to build healthy, growing econo-
mies in the developing world. The debt relief
package the world’s wealthiest nations agreed
to in Cologne this year will help us do that.
Last month, I went even further, announcing
that the United States will forgive 100 per-
cent of the debt owed us by the world’s least
developed countries if they will use the sav-
ings to address basic human needs. And I
committed the United States to a new effort
to accelerate the development of vaccines for
diseases that devastate the developing world.

As we mark this day, the central question
we face is not simply how many people will
live on this planet, but how they will live.
We must refuse to accept a future in which
one part of humanity lives on the cutting
edge of a new economy, while another part
lives on the edge of survival. And we must
work for the day when all people have the
education, health, security, safe environ-
ment, and freedom to lift their lives.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting a Report on the
Operation of the Caribbean Basin
Economic Recovery Act
October 12, 1999

To the Congress of the United States:
As required by section 214 of the Carib-

bean Basin Economic Recovery Expansion
Act of 1990 (19 U.S.C. 2702(f)), I transmit
herewith to the Congress the Third Report
on the Operation of the Caribbean Basin
Economic Recovery Act.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
October 12, 1999.

Remarks at the Eighth Millennium
Evening at the White House
October 12, 1999

[The First Lady began the program making
brief remarks and introducing the evening’s
featured speakers: Dr. Vinton Cerf, senior
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vice president of Internet architecture and
technology, MCI WorldCom, who discussed
the evolution of Internet technology; and Dr.
Eric Lander, director, Whitehead Institute/
MIT Center for Genome Research, who dis-
cussed advances in genetic research and bio-
technology.]

The President. We have had many won-
derful nights here, but I don’t think I’ve ever
been more stimulated by two talks in my life.
Thank you, Dr. Cerf. Thank you, Dr. Lander.

I would like to also say a word of apprecia-
tion to Hillary. I think that as our time here
draws toward its close, it’s clear that she has
been, I believe, the most active and innova-
tive First Lady since Eleanor Roosevelt, for,
perhaps these Millennium Evenings will last
longer in the imagination of America than
virtually anything any of us have done, and
I thank her for that.

Also, being term-limited does have its
compensations. Normally, at this time of
year, in this kind of year, I’d be doing some-
thing else tonight. [Laughter] Yesterday I
called the Vice President to rub it in and
describe what I would be doing tonight.
[Laughter] And I was having a very good
time turning the screw about how fascinating
this was going to be. And finally, he said,
‘‘That’s okay, you need to be there more than
I do.’’ [Laughter] The jokes about my tech-
nological and scientific limitations are legion
around the White House. [Laughter]

So I have been thinking of all these ques-
tions—do I really want a mouse smart
enough to go to Princeton? [Laughter] Won’t
it be sad to have an Internet connection with
Mars if there are no Martians to write to or
E-mail us? [Laughter] I am glad to know that
the total connection of the Internet to the
nervous system of human beings is a little
ways out there in the future. I had been
under the impression that that has already
occurred among all children under 15 in
America. [Laughter]

This is an amazing set of topics. Let me
say just one other thing. I really loved see-
ing—on a slightly sad note, I loved seeing
that wonderful, famous picture of Wilt
Chamberlain and Willie Shoemaker. Some of
you may know the great Wilt Chamberlain
passed away today, one of the greatest ath-
letes of the 20th century. So I hope you will

have him and his family and friends in your
thoughts and prayers tonight.

This is a fitting thing for us to do in the
White House, because innovations in com-
munication and technology are a very impor-
tant part of the history of this old place. In
1858 the first transatlantic telegraph trans-
mission was received here in a message that
Queen Victoria sent to President Buchanan.
Later, the first telephone in Washington,
DC, was located in a room upstairs, and we
now have a replica of that telephone in the
same room upstairs. The first mobile phone
call to the Moon was made here by President
Nixon 30 years ago. Even these Millennium
Evenings have made their own history. This
is where we held the first-ever cybercast at
the White House.

So I want to thank the speakers for build-
ing on all of this and telling us what we can
look forward to in the future and for remind-
ing us that as we unlock age-old mysteries
and make what we can think more possible
to do, there are ways to do it that bring us
together as a society.

So I would like to begin the questioning,
if I might, with a question to Dr. Lander,
because it bears on a great deal of the work
we’ve done.

You talked about how we were 99.9 per-
cent the same, but how if you looked at how
many permutations there were in the one-
tenth of a percent left, we could still be very
different. I think it’s very interesting—and
I talk about this all the time—that as we’re
on the edge of this new millennium and we
have these evenings and we imagine this fu-
ture that you have sketched out to us, this
is what we all like to think about, how excit-
ing, how wonderful, how unbelievable it can
be. The biggest threat to that future is how
many of us on this globe are still in the grip
of the most primitive of human limitations,
the fear of the other, people who are dif-
ferent from us. And we see all over the world,
from Bosnia and Kosovo to the Middle East,
to Northern Ireland, to the tribal wars in Af-
rica, how easily the focus on our dif-
ferences—that one-tenth of one percent—as
what matters can lead first to fear and then
to hatred and then, ultimately, to dehuman-
izing people who are different.
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And it’s very interesting—as someone who
grew up in the segregated South and lived
with the whole terrible and, yet, beautiful
struggle of the civil rights years, to think that
there were in my hometown people who
were dehumanizing other people because of
the one-tenth of one percent difference be-
tween them is quite an awesome thing to
contemplate.

So I would like to ask you, if you could
say in ways that would make sense to us, ex-
plain to us a little bit what is it that makes
us the same and what is it that makes us
different? And how could we communicate
this scientific knowledge to people in a way
that would diminish the force of racism and
other bigotry in the world in which we live?

[Dr. Lander responded to the President’s
question, and Ellen Lovell, Director, White
House Millennium Council, then led the
question-and-answer portion of the evening.
One of the questions concerned the legal sta-
tus of privacy rights.]

The President. Let me just say this. We’ve
been working on this, and it’s very important
to me because I’m a fanatic about this issue.
I want unlimited scientific discovery, and I
want unlimited applications. But I think we
don’t want people to lose their sense of self
and the fragility of their personhood, here,
in some sort of assault. So we’ve been work-
ing on this.

What you said sounds great, but it’s not
as easy to do as it sounds. So I think it might
be helpful, if I could just ask Secretary
Shalala, who is in charge of one piece of this,
which is our efforts to protect the privacy
of medical records, just to talk a little bit in
practical terms about what we’re doing to re-
spond to this young man’s question.

Donna, would you—there’s a mike.

[Secretary of Health and Human Services
Donna E. Shalala noted the relative lack of
Federal protection of an individual’s health
information, citing that video rental records
are more secure. She also said a person’s
State of residence can make a difference.]

The President. But let’s deal with two
hard questions here, real quick—I think this
is important. Question number one, pretty
soon if the genome project is brought to fru-

ition, according to what Dr. Varmus told me,
when I spent a day out there, it will become
normal in some point in the not-too-distant
future for young mothers to go home with
their babies from the hospital with a map
of their genetic future. You may not want
to know about Alzheimer’s, but you could
know about things that even if you can’t cure
you could delay, defer, or minimize. So you
get that.

Now, the mother and the father are em-
ployed by someone, and they provide family
health insurance. Since private insurance is
based on a reasonable approximation of
risk—I don’t agree with the way we finance
health care in this country; you all know that,
but that’s a fight I didn’t win here in the
last 7 years—if it’s based on an assessment
of risk, what should the insurance company
have a right to know? And if the insurance
company doesn’t have a right to know,
haven’t you undermined the whole basis of
privately funded insurance based on risk—
question one. Question two for you.

Dr. Cerf. We don’t get to answer that
one?

The President. Yes, I want you to answer
that, but I want you guys to talk. Question
two, this is the problem we face in a much
more grave sense in dealing with the pros-
pect of cyberterrorism or something. It’s one
thing for us to write laws that protect privacy
of records. But you just got through—in an-
swering Omar’s question, you were talking
about how, well, but all these kids are always
figuring out—well, among the things they’re
figuring out is how to break into various sys-
tems all the time. So even if we had perfect
laws, how are we going to protect privacy
when we’re dealing with all of these creative
geniuses out there working through the net?
Respond to those two questions.

[Dr. Lander answered that insurance compa-
nies’ right to know depended on whether in-
surance was about matching rates to risks or
about sharing risks not chosen. The question-
and-answer portion of the evening continued
and included a question from the Internet by
Danella Bryce in Sydney, Australia, about
technology’s effect on alleviation of growing
numbers of the disadvantaged in world popu-
lation.]
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The President. Can I give—you said that
we got 6 billion people last night. Half of
them live on $2 a day; 1.3 billion live on $1
a day or less. Those are the numbers behind
what Ms. Bryce is asking.

[The discussion continued.]

The President. If I might just interject,
I don’t know the answer to this, but I’ve
spent a lot of time thinking about it. This
woman, Ms. Bryce, she works, and she’s
talked about she works in sustainable devel-
opment. A big problem in poor countries,
they totally destroy the environment to try
to develop, and then they don’t have anything
upon which to develop. The biggest problem
in our hemisphere is Haiti. If you fly over
the island of Hispaniola, you know when
you’re going from the Dominican Republic
to Haiti because in all the years when it was
governed by dictatorships they just tore down
all the trees and—if any of you know any-
thing about it, know this.

The real question is, we used to have cer-
tain assumptions about development in a
poor country; that if you wanted ever to build
a middle class life for a substantial number
of the people, yet have X amount of electric
generating capacity, and you had to have Y
number of roads, and you had to have Z num-
ber of manufacturing companies, no matter
what they did to greenhouse gases, and that
eventually you get around to building schools
and universal education—and then 30 or 40
years later you start letting the girls go to
school with the boys and there is this sort
of thing that would happen.

I do believe that the question, the real
question is if you’re running a country like
this, should you put this sort of infrastructure
development first? That is assuming you’ve
got a base level of electricity necessary to run
a system. Should you do this first because
this gives you the possibility to skip a whole
generation of development that would other-
wise take 30 years in the economy and in
education? And I think the answer to that,
at least, is, maybe—at least, is, maybe. That
I think is really the question that this woman
is asking.

[The discussion continued.]

The President. If I could just give you
one example, because I think this may have
also relevance for remote, physically remote
areas in America, Appalachia, the Native
American reservations, things of this kind.

We were talking before we came in here
tonight—I was out in northern California the
weekend before last. And I was talking with
a lot of people who work for eBay, and they
were telling me that there are now, in addi-
tion to the employees of eBay, over 20,000
people who make a living on eBay, buying
and selling and trading, and that a fair num-
ber of these people were actually people who
once were on welfare, who moved from wel-
fare to work. That is, from—and presumably
a lot of them work—didn’t have a lot of for-
mal education. They had made this jump,
and a market had been created for them,
where they lived, that otherwise would be
alien to their own experience. They wouldn’t
have been able to go down to the bank and
get a loan and on and on and on.

Now, last year we made—and this year we
will make, through our aid programs in for-
eign countries—over 2 million microenter-
prise loans to poor people, to help them start
their businesses in Africa and Latin America
and Asia. If you could somehow marry the
microenterprise concept to setting the infra-
structure of the Internet out there, I do think
it’s quite possible that you could skip a gen-
eration in economic development in a way
that would reinforce rather than undermine
the environment.

[The question-and-answer portion of the
evening continued.]

The President. Did you say you expected
the penetration of the Internet to equal that
of the telephone by 2006?

[Dr. Cerf confirmed the Internet would equal
the size of the telephone system by 2006 and,
thereafter, exceed both telephone and tele-
vision.]

The President. I want to get to the genes,
but I think we should answer that question,
too. The whole question of whether we’re
going to develop a digital divide in our coun-
try, I think, is a very, very serious one. Our
administration, especially the Vice President,
when we rewrote the Telecommunications
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Act, we fought very hard not only to get peo-
ple to participate in NetDay to hookup every
classroom and library to the Internet by the
year 2000—I think we’ll get there by the end
of the year; functionally, we’ll be just about
there—but also, to get the Federal Commu-
nications Commission to adopt an E-rate
which would subsidize the cost to poor
schools and poorer hospitals and poor areas
and isolated rural areas, so that everyone
could have access in the schools.

Now, but the divide won’t be bridged until
the parents of those children have that in
their home. So I think we ought to have as
a goal at least to make access to computer
technology and to the Internet as universal
as telephone access is. And I think until we
achieve that, there will be a digital divide,
so we ought to try to hasten that day and
promote whatever policies we can afford or
we can achieve to hasten that day, because
until we do, there will be a digital divide.

Dr. Cerf. I agree with that. In fact, it’s
a goal. A personal goal of mine is to see, lit-
erally, Internet everywhere.

The President. Now, what about the
gene? That goes to patenting and all that,
doesn’t it?

[The discussion and question-and-answer
portion of the evening continued. The First
Lady then introduced the outgoing Director
of the National Institutes of Health, Dr.
Harold E. Varmus.]

Dr. Varmus. I assume by ‘‘outgoing’’ you
mean I’m leaving, as opposed to my social
behavior. [Laughter]

The President. You mean, as if an out-
going head of NIH were an oxymoron?
[Laughter]

[Dr. Varmus made brief remarks about the
role of genetics in cancer research at NIH.]

The President. Before we go on, I just
want to say—we sort of glided over this—
this man has done a magnificent job at the
NIH for a long time, and I am very grateful.
We thank you for it, for your service to your
country.

[The question-and-answer portion of the
evening continued.]

Ms. Lovell. I think you just summed up
the whole evening. And I’m going to give
the President the last minute.

The President. Well, you know, that great
humorist Ogden Nash once said, ‘‘Progress
may be all right, but it’s really gone on too
long.’’ [Laughter] And I was thinking that if
he were here tonight, he would have to revise
his opinion.

This has been an astonishing evening for
me and for Hillary and I hope for all the
American people and the people throughout
the world who have been a part of this.

I want to thank you both. I want to just
leave you with one thought: There are public
responsibilities involved here, particularly for
basic research. We have been very successful,
and never more successful than under the
leadership of Dr. Varmus, in getting strong
bipartisan, nonpartisan support for invest-
ments in health. And I think that it’s obvious
that we can all see that as in our self-interest
and as in the public interest. We want to live
forever, and we’re getting there.

But I think it’s quite important also not
to forget our responsibilities for basic re-
search in other areas as well. And one of the
things that we will come to know as the inter-
section of your two disciplines, informatics
and genomics, come together, then we will
have to study even more closely how all this
that we know about the human body and its
development interacts with changes in the
environment.

So other areas of research will be also im-
portant, into things like global warming and
climate change and the sustainability of the
environment. And what I hope we can do
is to build a broader consensus, as we look
into the new millennium, for the whole re-
search enterprise in those areas where it will
never be productive in the beginning, or
profitable for people like you, to do the be-
ginning. And then we can find these things,
and then the American entrepreneurial ge-
nius will take off.

And so I leave here with a renewed com-
mitment to trying to help people like you get
started. We may not understand it, those of
us in politics, but we have an obligation to
help you find it.
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And when the first mouse graduates from
Princeton, I will invite you both to deliver
the commencement address. [Laughter]

Thank you, and good evening.

NOTE: The White House Millennium Evening
began at 7:35 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House. In his remarks, he referred to basketball
Hall of Famer Wilt Chamberlain; and retired jock-
ey Willie Shoemaker. The discussion was entitled,
‘‘Informatics Meets Genomics.’’ The transcript
made available by the Office of the Press Sec-
retary also included the remarks of the First Lady,
Dr. Cerf, Dr. Lander, Secretary Shalala, Ms.
Lovell, Dr. Varmus, and the participants in the
question-and-answer portion of the evening. The
discussion was cybercast on the Internet.

Remarks at George Washington
National Forest, Virginia
October 13, 1999

Thank you very much, Peter Pinchot, Sec-
retary Glickman, Under Secretary Lyons. I
also want to acknowledge Mike Dombeck,
the Chief of the Forest Service, and George
Frampton, the Chair of the Council on Envi-
ronmental Quality.

There are many, many things I’d like to
say today, but before I begin, there has
been—there was a development in the news
today that I need to make a comment on,
because I believe this is my only opportunity
to see the press and, through them, to speak
to the American people.

Philip Morris Company Admission
So I would like to just take a moment to

note that after years of denial and deception,
the Philip Morris Company has admitted that
cigarette smoking causes lung cancer and
other diseases. This formal acknowledge-
ment comes far too late, but still we must
all welcome it. It can be the beginning of
clearing the air.

It certainly makes clear, as I’ve said for
years, that the tobacco companies should an-
swer for their actions in court. They should
stop marketing their products to children.
And certainly, they should do much more to
reduce youth smoking. So this is a good day
for the cause of public health and our chil-
dren in America.

Forest ‘‘Roadless’’ Areas
Now, Peter talked about his grandfather

and Theodore Roosevelt. One of my proud-
est possessions—some of you know I collect
old books about America. I just finished read-
ing a fascinating account by Frances Perkins,
the first woman to serve in the Cabinet, who
was President Franklin Roosevelt’s Labor
Secretary during his entire tenure, about her
35-year relationship with Roosevelt. One of
my proudest old American books is a first
printing of the proceedings of the very first
Governors’ conference, held at the invitation
of Theodore Roosevelt in 1908. The subject
was the conservation of America’s natural re-
sources.

In my private dining room at the White
House I have a picture of Theodore
Roosevelt and all those Governors, signed by
all the Governors with whom I served in
1992, when I was elected President. That
first Governors’ conference remains one of
the most important ever held in the White
House. So much of what we’ve done as a
nation to conserve our natural resources ex-
tends from that day. Peter’s grandfather was
a guiding spirit behind that conference.

Theodore Roosevelt, himself, said of
Gifford Pinchot, ‘‘If it hadn’t been for him,
this conference neither would have nor could
have been called.’’ Gifford Pinchot used to
say that we must prefer results to routine.
I like that a lot. [Laughter] And let me say
that, in my view, no one illustrates that prin-
ciple in our public life today better than Mike
Dombeck, who has done such a remarkable
job of returning the Forest Service to the
vision of stewardship on which it was found-
ed. And I thank you, sir. [Applause] Thank
you.

A century ago, when Mr. Pinchot was first
dreaming up his plan to protect our forests,
this vista looked very different than what we
see today. In fact, it was more wasteland than
forest. According to one eyewitness, and I
quote, ‘‘Weather-white ghosts of trees stood
on the desolate slopes as a pitiful, battle-
scarred fragment of the glory that was once
a virgin forest. Not only were the slopes near-
ly bare, tanneries and dye plants had
poisoned the lakes and the mountain
streams. The deer and black bear and turkey
nearly were wiped out. The land and water


